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REMARKS 

The Examiner is thanked for the thorough review and consideration of the pending 
application. The Office Action dated August 20, 2009 has been received and its contents have 
been carefully reviewed. 

Summary of the Office Action 

Claims 32-39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by WO 
91/01225. 

Claim 40 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO 
91/01225. 

Summary of the Response to the Office Action 

Claim 32 has been amended. Support for the amendment to claim 32 is provided 
throughout Applicants' specification, for example, in page 29 lines 14-15. No new matters have 
been introduced. Accordingly, claims 32-40 are presently pending. Applicants respectfully 
request favorable reconsideration in view of the remarks presented herein below. 

All Claims Define Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 32-39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by WIPO 
Publication No. 91/01225. Claim 40 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over WO 91/01225. Applicants respectfully traverse the claim rejections for at 
least the following reasons. 
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With respect to independent claim 32, as amended, Applicants respectfully submit that 
WO 91/01225 does not disclose the newly cited feature of "the surface of light- shaping diffuser 
has a plurality of microstructures projecting therefrom, said microstructures having irregular 
lengths in the projecting direction." In the present invention, the light-shaping diffuser being 
produced has a surface of irregular microstructures, and said microstructures having irregular 
lengths in the projecting direction. However, in WO 91/01225, the surface of machine roller is 
embossed for decorative purpose and may contain microscopic relief images displaying 
diffraction or holographic effects (see page 1 lines 8-13), wherein the diffraction or holographic 
effects is only caused by a regular relief structure. Therefore, the microscopic relief can be 
interpreted as regular relief structure in the embodiment of WO 91/01225. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully assert that WO 91/01225 does not teach the present invention. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request the rejection of claim 32 be withdrawn. 

In addition, claims 33-40 depend from allowable independent claim 32, respectively. 
Applicants respectfully assert that claims 33-40 also should be allowable because of the 
additional features they recite and the reasons set forth above. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and the timely 
allowance of the pending claims. Should the Examiner feel that there are any issues outstanding 
after consideration of the Response, the Examiner is invited to contact the Applicants' 
undersigned representative to expedite prosecution. 

EXCEPT for issue fees payable under 37 C.F.R. § 1.18, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized by this paper to charge any additional fees during the entire pendency of this 
application including fees due under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 and 1.17 which may be required, 
including any required extension of time fees, or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 
50-0310. This paragraph is intended to be a CONSTRUCTIVE PETITION FOR 
EXTENSION OF TIME in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a)(3). 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: November 12, 2009 

Morgan, Lewis & Bockius llp 

Customer No. 09629 

1111 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20004 

202-739-3000 



By: Mary Jane Boswell 

Registration No. 33,652 



/ Mary Jane Boswell / 
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